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The facts of this case are known to the parties.

Pursuant to the Mandatory Victims Restitution Act of 1996 (“MVRA”), 18

U.S.C. § 3663A, we find that the district court neither erred nor abused its

discretion in ordering Calloway to pay $10,945,391.89 in restitution.  See United

States v. Bussell , 504 F.3d 956, 964 n.9 (9th Cir. 2007); United States v.

Gamboa-Cardenas , 508 F.3d 491, 495 (9th Cir. 2007).

Notwithstanding, the matter is remanded to the district court to specify the

manner and schedule according to which the restitution is to be paid, in

consideration of: (A) the financial resources and other assets of the defendant,

including whether any of these assets are jointly controlled; (B) projected earnings

and other income of the defendant; and (C) any financial obligations of the

defendant; including obligations to dependents.  See 18 U.S.C. § 3664.

AFFIRMED AND REMANDED.


